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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Claims 19-28 and 51-53 are currently pending in the application. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 19-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
Number 6,877,036 to Smith et al. in view of U.S. Patent Number 6,259,705 to Takahashi et aL 

4. As to claim 27, Smith teaches a program storage device readable by a machine, tangibly 
embodying a program of instructions executable by the machine to perform a method for a max 
sessions server of a data communications network to keep a count of sessions used at a given 
time by a group of users, said method comprising: assigning a unique identification value to each 
port of a network access server of the data communications network (col. 6, lines 14-51); 
maintaining a master list having plurality of entries, each entry containing at least a UIV for a 
port associated with a logged in user and a group identification for the logged in user (col. 6, 
lines 14-51); however Smith does not explicitly teach periodically check a network access server 
to determine if it has become non-operational; and responding to the non-operational status of a 
network access server by removing all entries for ports associated with the non-operational 
server and decrementing a count of ht session used by the number of removed entries. 
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Takahashi teaches a method of periodically check a network access server to determine if 
it has become non-operational; and responding to the non-operational status of a network access 
server by removing all entries for ports associated with the non-operational server and 
decrementing a count of ht session used by the number of removed entries (col. 5, line 37-col. 6, 
line 39). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Smith regarding a server for keeping track of 
sessions with the teachings of Takahashi regarding monitoring access servers because 
monitoring the status of servers allows changes to be accommodated instantly (Takahashi, col. 2, 
lines 38-47). 

5. As to claim 19, it is rejected on the same basis as claim 27 because the method of claim 
19 is identical to the method claimed in claim 27. 

6. As to claim 20, Takahashi teaches a method wherein periodically checking is performed 
by an authentication, authorization and accounting server associated with a maximum session 
server (col. 5, line 37-coL 6, line 39). 

7. As to claim 2 1 , Takahashi teaches a method comprising transmitting a communication to 
another maximum sessions server on the data communications network to inform it of the non- 
operational status of a network access server (col. 5, line 37-col. 6, line 39). 

8. As to claim 22, Takahashi teaches a method comprising receiving a communication from 
another maximum sessions server (col. 5, line 37-coL 6, line 39). 

9. As to claims 23-26, they have similar limitations to claims 19-22 respectively and are 
thus rejected on the same basis as claims 19-22. 
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10. As to claim 28, it is rejected on the same basis as claim 27 because claim 27 has narrower 
limitations than claim 28 (Sessions by the user can be considered a resource.). 

1 1 . Claims 51-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
Number 6,877,036 to Smith et al. in view of U.S. Patent Number 6,259,705 to Takahashi et al. in 
further view of U.S. Patent Number 6,879,593 to Kunze et al 

12. As to claims 51-53, the Smith-Takahashi combination teaches the subject matter of 
claims 19, 27, and 28 including a unique identifier and a port identifier (cited portion of Smith); 
however the Smith Takahashi combination does not explicitly teach concatenating the unique ID 
and port number. 

Kunze teaches assignment of a socket identifier including the concatenation of a port 
number with a unique identifier for an access server (col. 1, line 63-col. 2, line 3). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of the Smith-Takahashi combination regarding 
the management of a network access system with the teachings of Kunze regarding 
concatenating a port number with a network node identifier because concatenation is a common 
technique in socket programming (Kunze, col. 1, line 63-col. 2, line 3), such a the socket 
programming taught by Smith and Takahashi. 

Response to Arguments 

13. Applicant's arguments filed 5/22/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The applicant argues the following points: a) Smith does not teach an entry 
containing a group identification for the logged in user; b) Takahashi does not each decrementing 
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the count of the sessions used by the number of removed entries that correspond to the group; 
and c) Takahashi does not each removing all entries for ports associated with the non-operational 
server. 

14. As to point a), the claims do not describe anything about group information. They 
merely claim that users are parts of groups and that the server keeps track of group information. 
The group information in Smith is considered the IP address or the port number in the context of 
the applicant's claims. 

15. As to point b) 5 Takahishi teaches the removal of sessions when a network node goes 
down. Takahishi is relied upon to show that it would be obvious to remove sessions related to a 
network node that is no longer functioning and is not being relied upon to show the concept of 
"group" information. 

16. As to point c), Takahashi teaches the monitoring of servers. If a server goes down then 
all ports associated with that server will also be down, thus by removing the entry for the server, 
Takahashi is also removing the entries for the ports. 

Conclusion 

17. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. U.S. Patent Number 5,862,480 shows the concept of monitoring groups of user's 
network access (Figures 9-14 and corresponding text). 

18. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 



Application/Control Number: 09/410,51 1 



Page 6 



Art Unit: 2142 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

19. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Douglas B. Blair whose telephone number is 571-272-3893. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am-5pm Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on 571-272-3868. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 872-9306 for regular 
communications and (703) 872-9306 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3800. 




Douglas Blair 
August 5, 2006. 



CALDWELL 
~tY PATENT EXAMINER 



